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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

I. Applicant's amendments, dated 1/3/06, have been entered and made of record. Accordingly, 
the objections made in the previous Non-Final Action are hereby withdrawn. 

Response to Arguments 

II. Applicant's arguments with respect to all claims have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection, which is necessitated by Applicant's amended claims. 
Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

III. Claims 1-4, 6, 8-11, 13-18, 21-24, 26, 28-31, 33-38, 41-44, 46, 48-51, 53-58, and 61-64 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Bruno et al. (US Pat. No. 
5,710,591). 

As to Claim 1, Bruno et al disclose a method and apparatus for recording and indexing a 
multimedia conference call for subsequent display. In general, the system allows for the 
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recording of all data (audio and video) feed into the system and also allows a non-video enabled 
device to communicate with other video enabled devices. Considering this, it is inherent such a 
system have a method of detecting a communication request and determining what form of 
device (i.e., video or non-video enabled) is requesting the communication. (Abstract; Col. 1, Ln. 
7-27; Col. 2, Ln. 16-36; Col. 3, Ln. 19-39; Col. 5, Ln. 8-32; Col. 9, Ln. 12-33). Accordingly, 
Bruno et al anticipate each and every limitation of Claim 1 . 

Claims 21, 41, and 63 correspond to Claim 1. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

The limitations of Claim 2 are encompassed within the rejection of Claim 1. Thus, it is 
analyzed and rejected as discussed previously. 

Claims 22 and 42 correspond to Claim 2. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

As to Claim 3, Bruno further teaches a primary objection of the system is to allow 
subsequent retrieval of the recorded data. (Col. 2, Ln. 16-32). Thus, the limitations of Claim 3 
are inherently disclosed. Accordingly, Bruno et al anticipate each and every limitation of Claim 
3. 

Claims 23 and 43 correspond to Claim 3. Thus, it is analyzed and rejected as previously 
discussed. 

As to Claim 4, Bruno further teaches the system is capable of indexing the media, thereby 
allowing more efficient retrieval of said media. (Col. 3, Ln. 5-19; Col. 6, Ln. 13-31). This 
"indexing" infers some form of locator link used to index (i.e., correlating speaker with 



Final Rejection - Pg. 3 of 9. 



Application/Control Number: 09/941 ,239 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2617 

video/audio) said media. Accordingly, Bruno et al anticipate each and every limitation of Claim 
4. 

Claims 24 and 44 correspond to Claim 4. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

As to Claim 6, Bruno further discloses that a user (i.e., telephone user) is allowed to 
request subsequent retrieval of indexed data. (Col. 6, Ln. 1-31). Therefore, the "indexing" is 
essentially a "locator link" because it allows the system to find a specified location within the 
stored data. Accordingly, Bruno et al anticipate each and every limitation of Claim 6. 

Claims 26 and 46 correspond to Claim 6. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

The limitations of Claim 8 are encompassed within Claim 1 . Thus, it is analyzed and 
rejected as discussed therein. 

Claims 28 and 48 correspond to Claim 8. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

The limitations of Claim 9 are encompassed within the rejections of Claims 1 and 3. 
Thus, it is analyzed and rejected as discussed therein. 

Claims 29 and 49 correspond to Claim 9. Thus, it is analyzed and rejected as previously 
discussed. 

As to Claim 10, Bruno further discloses displaying video signals while synchronously 
outputting audio signals. (Col. 3, Ln. 19-40; Col. 4, Ln. 9-16). Accordingly, Bruno et al 
anticipate each and every limitation of Claim 10. 
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Claims 30 and 50 correspond to Claim 10. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

As to Claim 11, Bruno further teaches the use of compression technology. (Col. 2, Ln. 
33-36). Accordingly, Bruno et al anticipate each and every limitation of Claim 1 1 . 

Claims 31 and 51 correspond to Claim 11. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

As to Claim 13, Bruno further teaches the use of computer memory storage (i.e., random 
access memory). (Col. 2, Ln. 29-33). Accordingly, Bruno et al anticipate each and every 
limitation of Claim 13. 

Claims 33 and 53 correspond to Claim 13. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

As to Claims 14, 15, and 16, Bruno further teaches the use of a camera, personal 
computer, and a non-video enabled telephone, respectively. (Col. 5, ln. 8-18; Col. 9, Ln. 23-33). 
Accordingly, Bruno et al anticipate each and every limitation of Claims 14-16. 

Claims 34 and 54 correspond to Claim 14. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

Claims 35 and 55 correspond to Claim 15, while Claims 36 and 56 correspond to Claim 
16. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed. 

As to Claim 17, Bruno further teaches the use of a multipoint control unit (i.e. server). 
(Col. 4, Ln. 44-53). Accordingly, Bruno et al anticipate each and every limitation of Claim 17. 

Claims 37 and 57 correspond to Claim 17. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 
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As to Claim 18, Bruno discloses the use of a telephone network. (Col. 5, Ln. 8-32). 
Accordingly, Bruno et al anticipate each and every limitation of Claim 18. 

Claims 38 and 58 correspond to Claim 18. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

Claim 61 contains limitations which are encompassed within the limitations of Claims 1, 
2, and 3. Moreover, Bruno teaches the system is capable of displaying video signals and that 
users are allowed to communicate with each other (i.e., interact), (also disclosed under Claim 1). 
Therefore, the system could be broadly interpreted as being interactive television. Accordingly, 
Bruno et al anticipate each and every limitation of Claim 61 . 

Claims 62 and 64 correspond to and/or are encompassed by Claim 61. Thus, each is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

IV. Claims 5, 7, 12, 19, 20, 25, 27, 32, 39, 40, 45, 47, 52, 59, and 60 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bruno et al 

As to Claim 5, the Examiner takes Official Notice that, at the time of Applicant's 
invention, the use of URL's to identify locations was well known in this art. Accordingly, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in this art at the time of Applicant's 



Final Rejection - Pg. 6 of 9. 



Application/Control Number: 09/941 ,239 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2617 

invention to modify Bruno to include URL's, thus providing a method of identifying various 
locations within a network. 

Claims 25 and 45 correspond to Claim 5. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

As to Claim 7, the Examiner takes Official Notice that, at the time of Applicant's 
invention, the use of messaging communication networks (i.e., capable of email transmissions, 
etc.) was well-known in this art. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in this art at the time of Applicant's invention to further modify Bruno in order to 
provide a system which allows users to send email messages to one another. 

Claims 27 and 47 correspond to Claim 7. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

As to Claim 12, the Examiner takes Official Notice that, at the time of Applicant's 
invention, the use MPEG compression was well-known in this art. Accordingly, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in this art at the time of Applicant's invention to 
further modify Bruno in order to provide a system which utilizes channel bandwidth more 
efficiently. 

Claims 32 and 52 correspond to Claim 12. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

As to Claim 19, the Examiner takes Official Notice that, at the time of Applicant's 
invention, servers located within broadcast centers were well known in this art. Accordingly, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in this art at the time of Applicant's 
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invention to further modify Bruno in order to provide a system having a server located at the 
broadcast center, thereby reducing the cost of having multiple hubs in the network. 

Claims 39 and 59 correspond to Claim 19. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

As to Claim 20, the Examiner takes Official Notice that, at the time of Applicant's 
invention, it was well-known to store multimedia data within computer terminals. Accordingly, 
it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in this art at the time of Applicant's 
invention to further modify Bruno in order to provide a user with the ability to store data at his or 
her personal computer. 

Claims 40 and 60 correspond to Claim 20. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jade O. Laye whose telephone number is (571) 272-7303. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon. 7:30am-4, Tues. 7:30-2, W-Fri. 7:30-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571) 272-7331. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Examiner: Jade O. Laye 
Initials: ^JC — — 
March 4, 2006. 
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